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Special announcement The European Social Forum to be held in Florence November 6 to 10, is looking 
for volunteer interpreters. Find out the details and the volunteering form downloading one of the two file 
formats hereafter www. fse-esf.org/babel/babel-en.rtf or www. fse-esf.org/babel/babel-en.zip 
1- From the Quarantine Against Greed (By Mark Engler) 
Even without our protests telling them so, it must be obvious to the finance ministers who attend the annual 
meetings of the IMF/World Bank that their institutions are sick. Those inside the Washington, D.C., 
headquarters can't feel so healthy after the year that passed. It was a year when corporations that they 
nurtured and nourished, like Enron, collapsed with little warning and less grace. When countries that had 
long swallowed their prescriptions, like Argentina, found themselves suffering from nauseous economies and 
rashes of popular uprising. 
2- The Legacy of the Battle for Seattle (By Tom Hayden) 
The world of BS--"before Seattle"--was a dizzying can-do era of overnight millionaires with fantasies of 
wiring the planet in a grid of greed. Then came the protests, the greatest civil disobedience of the era, with 
thousands of people teaching the masters of the universe that they could no longer conduct business as 
usual, and the fantasy world began to shudder. 
3- The Battle for WSSD's Endorsement of the Need for Corporate Accountability (By Martin 
Khor) 
One of the few bright spots in an otherwise disappointing World Summit on Sustainable Development was 
th4e successful campaign by many NGOs to get WSSD to make a commitment to make corporations 
accountable for their actions and the effects of these. 
4- Chiapas’ Stand Against Corporate Exploitation (By Ryan Zinn) 
The Chiapas’ Montes Azules Integral Biosphere is best known for its ancient Maya pyramids and as a haven 
for endangered species. Yet it has become the focus of the battle against the development scheme PPP (Plan 
Pueblo Panama), which would make of Southern Mexico, and all of Central America, a paradise for corporate 
exploitation. The local communities, many of them Zapatista supporters, are to be subjected to an army- 
enforced "resettlement" scheme, destined to "guarantee the security for private investment." 
5- European Social Forum - A Call for Rights 
The "Board of migrant people of Social Forums" invites the European networks on migrations to a meeting in 
Florence at the European social forum. Last year, during the protests at the G8 in Genoa, something 
important happened in the history of the global movement, a movement grown stronger and stronger since 
November 1999 in Seattle against the WTO. (Information on the ESF at the end of the article) 




































































From the Quarantine Against Greed annual meetings of the IMF/World Bank that their 
institutions are sick. Those inside the Washington, 
By Mark Engler D.C., headquarters can't feel so healthy after the 


year that passed. It was a year when corporations 
Report from outside the 2002 annual meetings of that they nurtured and nourished, like Enron, 
the IMF/World Bank in Washington, D.C. collapsed with little warning and less grace. When 

countries that had long’ swallowed _ their 
I. prescriptions, like Argentina, found themselves 

suffering from nauseous economies and rashes of 
Even without our protests telling them so, it must popular uprising. And when a critic they cut from 
be obvious to the finance ministers who attend the 
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their innards like a malignant growth, Joseph 
Stiglitz, walked off with a Nobel Prize. 


If they care to listen to the protests, the ministers 
will hear at least one diagnosis that explains their 
various ailments: "Infectious greed." And they will 
learn that, as a remedy, thousands of activists have 
joined a Saturday march to "Quarantine" them. 
Here on the streets, Greenpeace wears white 
sanitary garb. The scores of police present used 
mass arrests to overwhelm a much smaller number 
of Anti- Capitalist Convergence protesters on Friday. 
But now they are also enlisted in the pageant: Their 
barricades, the action suggests, are needed not so 
much to keep criticism out, but rather to keep the 
contagious delegates away from the general public. 


There is no doubt that global justice chants echo 
through the meeting chambers. But it is equally 
certain that the IMF and World Bank feel less 
affected by our modest attempt at containment 
than by a global state of siege that has constrained 
them in the past year. | was intrigued to watch a 
short video on the Washington Post web site, in 
which Citigroup USA Vice Chairman Stanley Fischer 
exhibits the defensive posture of the meetings: "I 
think that every time there's a crisis, every time 
there's a global slowdown, you're bound to have a 
questioning of the policies that are being followed," 
he says. "My guess is that if we were in a situation 
with global growth of 5% and no major crisis in the 
emerging markets, you wouldn't have these 
questions." 


What is fascinating to me is that Fischer does not 
need to elaborate the actual questions that compel 
his response. Here in Washington, D.C., questions 
push in from all sides. They come from private 
investors who hesitate to invest their confidence in 
IMF schemes and from economists -- even from 
World Bank President James Wolfensohn himself -- 
eager to disassociate themselves from the 
"Washington Consensus" that ruled development 
thinking for two decades. The questions come from 
a public distrustful of the corporate representatives 
that hover around the meetings. And most of all, 
questions come from countries in the global South, 
where eruptions of outrage greet any IMF and World 
Bank representatives brave enough to actually face 
the public, and where even some governments now 
ask, "Is there a way to break free?" 


During the Quarantine march, | walk with Mark 
Weisbrot, co-director of the Center for Economic 
and Policy Research. "That a country like Argentina 
is now considering defaulting to the IMF is 
something that would have been unimaginable even 
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a few years ago," he says to me. "Or look at Brazil, 
where the IMF tried to lock in the new government 
to their policies. It didn't work. They haven't 
committed. 


"There's going to be a lot more countries trying to 
figure out ways to go around the IMF. It's 
happening slowly, but it's happening." 


The prerogative of the ministers, it seems, is to 
prove that their malady is nothing so serious -- that 
it's just a bit of a cold. As we walk along amidst the 
drums and puppets, Mark Weisbrot and | are joined 
by a journalist who has just visited the official 
proceedings. 


"Inside, they're guardedly optimistic," she reports. 
"Optimistic of what?" Weisbrot asks. 

"Optimistic that it won't get worse." 

Il. 


Three weeks ago a bulletin from the FBI's National 
Infrastructure Protection Center, released to warn 
of potential terrorist activity in the weeks 
surrounding the anniversary of the September 11 
attacks, devoted a full paragraph to the protests 
that ultimately assembled this weekend. It 
infuriates me to think that the individuals who write 
such alerts are the same people who are charged 
with protecting the country -- that their 
"intelligence" cannot distinguish legitimate threats 
to national security from past instances, dutifully 
recited in the memo, where a few protesters broke 
some bank windows. And yet this is not the last 
time that trade and terror would intermingle during 
the weekend. 


On Friday the police, seeing themselves as 
defenders of "critical national infrastructure," moved 
swiftly against radicals who threatened to disrupt 
traffic as part of a direct action dubbed the 
"People's Strike." Those who turned out on the 
streets knew that a crackdown had_ been 
forewarned. "Pre-emptive" (a popular term in 
Washington, D.C. these days) was the word used to 
describe the police attitude toward arrests. Even so, 
few among the 650 swept up expected the 
authorities’ response to be so nonchalant, the 
protections of civil liberty so thin. 


The officers hand-cuffed and bussed away as many 
as three hundred activists who did nothing more 
severe than to gather in a public park and beat 
drums against the impending invasion of Iraq. 
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Police Chief Ramsey was plain-spoken enough. He 
said simply, "The protesters put themselves in a 
place to be arrested." And, from a_ certain 
perspective, the logic was irrefutable. Never mind 
that the place in question was Freedom Plaza. 


By connecting the IMF and the World Bank to 
corporate scandal, the protests this weekend seek 
to capitalize on one of the major themes in U.S. 
politics. But another theme haunts’ the 
demonstrations. In the press, the deliberations from 
Capitol Hill about how broad an endorsement 
Congress will grant President Bush for his invasion 
of Iraq dominate the front pages. Activist Maude 
Barlow, the chairperson of The Council of 
Canadians, reminds us that Bush has rarely missed 
an opportunity to use the war on terror to advance 
his trade agenda. She quotes the President from the 
announcement of his Administration's National 
Security Policy last week: "There is a_ single 
sustainable model for national success," Bush said, 
"Freedom, Democracy, and Free Enterprise." 


For the people of the United States, this constitutes 
a shameless politicization of our fear. When Bush 
stares down "the enemy," he leaves no room for a 
vision of freedom based on open debate and 
democratic self-determination. Rather, he pledges 
to wield the military might at his command to 
enforce this "single model" -- one where "free 
markets" and "free trade" rule. 


You are either with us or against us, he says. 
Il. 


"Let's face it," the writer Naomi Klein said on Friday 
when remembering the Al6 demonstrations that 
took place here two and a half years ago. "Those 
protests were bigger." 


She offers this analysis of the situation: "A lot of 
people aren't here this week. But they're not here 
not because they don't care and they're scared and 
they're not activists anymore. They're not here 
because they're squatting in their cities. They're not 
here because they're fighting against _ illegal 
deportations of refugees. They're not here because 
they're building a rooted community movement." 


It is an optimistic take. And her view is no doubt 
true -- in part. However, it is also true that these 
times of war and recession are difficult ones for 
global justice organizing in the United States. The 
idea that media hype and the internet magic 
created the 1999 protests against the WTO is false. 
Seattle was not built in a day. To construct that 
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gathering it took almost a year of caravans, 
coalitions, and cash advances. In its aftermath, we 
had the luxury of riding a wave of unusual interest 
and excitement. But, as organizer Mike Prokosch of 
Boston's United for a Fair Economy noted earlier 
this weekend, "That wave is over." 


By returning to the long and difficult process of 
churning up the waters at its base, the institutions 
that make up the global justice movement in the 
U.S. -- its unions, its environmentalists, its 
community groups, and its collections of young 
radicals -- may well ride high once again. Indeed, 
the escalating battle against the FTAA will demand 
it in coming years. For now, however, the mood of 
our Washington, D.C., protests is less "The Whole 
World is Watching" than, "We Are Watching the 
World." 


At a time when a rampant unilaterialism dominates 
this city, perhaps this is a good thing. This weekend 
we viewed videos of South Africans taking direct 
action to remove the filters that - like an extreme 
version of a "low flow" showerhead - reduce their 
water pressure to but a trickle. We hear stories of 
Brazilians defying warnings of financial ruin to 
assert their right to elect officials that truly 
represent them. And we read e-mail dispatches 
from London, where an awesome crowd of 350,000 
reportedly rallies against an invasion of Iraq. 


Oscar Olivera, a movement’ leader from 
Cochabamba, Bolivia, perhaps did best to capture 
the importance of this battle against provincialism. 
"The victories of the U.S. Government are not the 
victories of the U.S. people," he said. And he 
suggested instead that we learn about the 
successes of popular movements across the globe, 
and that we begin to celebrate them as our own. 


It is a wise counsel. For even as we quarantine 
greed in Washington, D.C., we can hope that there 
exists a more potent contagion in this world. Ours is 
the germ of infectious solidarity. 


Mark Engler, a writer and activist based in Brooklyn, 
New York, can be reached at 
engler@eudoramail.com. This essay first appeared 
on the web site of the New _ Internationalist 
magazine, www.newint.org. 





The Legacy of the Battle for Seattle 
By Tom Hayden 


Mike Dolan, one of the principal organizers of the 
"Battle of Seattle" three years ago, returned in late 
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August--with Jim Hightower's Rolling Thunder 
DownHome Democracy Tour--to a changed city. As 
he juggled cell phones from the stage in Seattle's 
Petrovisky Park, near the burial site of Jimi Hendrix, 
Dolan noticed there was no tear gas this time, only 
sunshine. 


There were still dirty tricksters hanging up posters 
on Broadway, the heart of radical Seattle, warning 
people to stay home because there was no parking 
at the event, but 5,000 people turned out, to reflect 
on the movement they launched at the World Trade 
Organization conclave in 1999. 


The world of BS--"before Seattle"--was a dizzying 
can-do era of overnight millionaires with fantasies 
of wiring the planet in a grid of greed. Then came 
the protests, the greatest civil disobedience of the 
era, with thousands of people teaching the masters 
of the universe that they could no longer conduct 
business as usual, and the fantasy world began to 
shudder. 


With dot.coms bombing and Boeing going, Seattle 
has lost its artificial luster, returning to the status of 
a lovely, cultured city instead of the mecca of a 
global kingdom. Corporate sway over the economy 
lost its sex appeal when the Nasdaq fell 355 points 
on a single March day in 2000, Bill Gates lost $10 
billion in a week and 25,000 workers were laid off in 
the software sector. There was the campaign that 
coerced the public into voting to subsidize the local 
baseball stadium, and the team's star, Ken Griffey 
Jr., left anyway. In the same period, Boeing chose 
the global economy over loyalty to its hometown 
and announced it was headquartering in Chicago, 
downsizing production and relocating plants to 
places like Mexico, China and Malaysia. Even the 
pump-priming boondoggle of the war on terrorism 
couldn't save them from the grim morning-after 
logic of globalization. 


Seattle might have salvaged a new identity by 
taking pride in the rough birth of the movement 
against corporate globalization on its streets in 
1999, rooted in the militant Northwest populist and 
labor traditions that Hightower's tour echoes today, 
but the local legacy of that "people's history" 
remains contested and unclear. Shortly after the 
confrontations, the police chief resigned. An anti- 
WTO member of the King County Board of 
Supervisors was defeated. Mayor Paul Schell never 
fully recovered from that week, and was defeated 
for re-election last year under the growing cloud of 
civic malaise. On the other’ hand, — state 
representative Velma Veloria who _ hosted 
progressive legislators during the WTO protests, is 
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running for re-election this fall, and Nick Licata, who 
helped house and protect the protestors, remains 
an energetic force on the City Council. Both Veloria 
and Licata attended the rally in Petrovisky Park in 
high spirits. Veloria, in response to Seattle 1999, 
has formed a legislative oversight committee on the 
adverse impact of trade agreements on Washington 
State. (Nation readers who wish to support Velma 
Veloria should contact her at 
p_h_leung@yahoo.com.) 





One of those returning to interpret the continuing 
"Battle of Seattle" was Lori Wallach, the 
indefatigable, street-talking Harvard trade lawyer 
who coordinates fair-trade lobbying and activism at 
cyclone speed from her offices at Global Trade 
Watch in Washington, DC. Wallach has molded 
herself into one of the more dangerous enemies of 
the WTO on the planet, able to wipe out corporate 
lobbyists in television debates, maintain a laser- 
accurate understanding of thousands of pages of 
trade regulations, knit together international 
alliances, forge and hold together aliances on the 
left and right, and inspire hope for political reform, 
while scheming, if necessary, to "ratfuck" her 
enemies, a term she learned somewhere in the 
underworld of the planet's largest corporations. 


Wallach is not entirely heartened by developments 
since Seattle 1999, citing the rise of internal 
disputes over "sectarianism" and "egoism" since the 
movement reached prime time. The emphasis on 
localism, and_ its philosophical corollary of 
anarchism, limits her role as a prime mover and 
shaker, while critiques of the whiteness of the 
movement makes alliance-building both essential 
and difficult. The alienation of many activists from 
electoral politics robs political victories, like the 
recent campaign finance reforms, of their potential 
energizing potency. The fallout from Ralph Nader's 
presidential campaign, combined with the failure of 
most Democrats to break cleanly from the corporate 
agenda, suggests a treacherous electoral future. 


Nevertheless, Wallach is in fine form on this fine 
day, telling the audience that "Seattle" has become 
an international code word for the progressive spirit 
of the American people. When American diplomats 
and apologists argue with overseas audiences that 
globalization is good, she says, they are often 
rebuffed by foreign nationals who simply reply, 
"Seattle," as evidence that Americans themselves 
do not agree with the policies their government is 
trying to impose on other countries. 


But, she notes, "the empire has struck back," 
through strenuous US attempts to cast the Seattle 
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protests as "a fluke." The corporatists will try to 
make globalization seem as "inevitable as the 
moon's pull on the tides," but Wallach claims that it 
is "totally doable to take back what's ours" and that 
the corporate lobbyists "know what we need to 
know, that it's all a house of cards." 


As evidence, she tells the story, hardly described in 
the mainstream media, of the Bush Administration's 
extraordinary efforts to squeeze out a three-vote- 
margin victory for its "fast track" trade authority in 
the House of Representatives on J uly 17. Trumpeted 
by Bush and the corporate media as an empowering 
victory for the free trade agenda, Wallach says that 
“what it took to get ‘fast track’ through was such an 
amazing flouting of Congressional rules that it 
showed our power." The fair trade movement had 
succeeded, by normal Washington standards, in 
stifling the Administration's "fast track" campaign 
until the President himself came to Capitol Hill 
trolling for votes, knocking on doors and making 
political horse-trades. 


That wasn't enough, however. The House leadership 
held a closed nocturnal hearing to approve a 
"conceptual" 300-page bill, employing a_ rule 
reserved for occasions of martial law. There were no 
public hearings and no printing of the bill. Instead, 
it was e-mailed to House members with a link and 
set for a vote within twenty-four hours, effectively 
demobilizing the opposition and flaunting any 
pretense of an open, democratic process. When the 
House vote took place, and the Administration's 
forces still fell short, the leadership declared the 
clock irrelevent and continued making secret deals 
with holdout representatives until the three-vote 
margin was achieved. "It just shows how fragile 
they are," said Wallach, reminding the crowd to 
"spank" Washington State Democrats like Adam 
Smith and Rick Larsen, and "thank" representatives 
who kept their word to oppose fast track. 


Undaunted, Wallach told the crowd to gear up for 
"Nafta on steroids," the Administration's plan to 
create a thirty-one-country "free trade" zone in the 
Americas and expand the WTO, culminating in the 
September 2003 WTO trade round in Cancun, 
Mexico. The corporate agenda there will aim to 
eliminate labor, environmental and public interest 
regulations across Central and Latin America as well 
as to privatize services like education, healthcare 
and water access. These so-called nontariff trade 
barriers represent protections of the public interest 
that have been created through years of struggle, 
thus widening the potential anti-WTO coalition to 
include, for example, schoolteachers, city officials, 
municipal water systems and other utilities, and 
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construction workers worried about prevailing wage 
laws. 


Recent events in Latin America along with corporate 
scandals in this country, Wallach thinks, "show that 
our analysis has been right." For example, 
Argentina was "the poster child, the model" of the 
corporate globalizers, but it now lies in ruins, the 
victim of International Monetary Fund policies which 
included demands that Argentina repeal its curbs on 
bankers who funnel money out of the country on 
the grounds "that the law chilled the investment 
climate there." The crisis is spawning new 
resistance movements as well, like the successful 
Bolivian “water war," which has blocked a 
government plan to sell its water rights to the 
Bechtel corporation. The spread of sweatshops and 
maquiladoras has peasant organizers conspiring and 
resistance mounting from southern Mexico to 
Central America. 


"This trade stuff didn't get handed down by God like 
they think. If it doesn't work, it's time to throw it 
out and take back what is ours. The only way they 
can win is by our remaining calm," Wallach finishes. 
The crowd in Petrovisky Park gets the message, 
deeply and clearly. The spirit of Seattle is alive, 
carried in Wallach's words and, more important, in 
the confidence and memory of the crowd, in their 
commitment to vote, march, organize, campaign. 
As she spoke and they responded, it seemed to me 
that Seattle deserves a monument to the 1999 
protests to reflect its progressive heart alongside 
the empty glory of the Space Needle, the Boeing 
hangars and the stadium that J unior left behind. 


After all, | recalled, King County was persuaded to 
change its name to Martin Luther King Jr. County. 
Why not a monument to the Battle of Seattle in this 
city of the failed dotcom and defense contractor 
dreams? Someday perhaps, but for now the living 
monument of its creative, committed activist 
community will have to do. 

First published in The Nation. 
http: //www.thenation.com/ 





The Battle for WSSD's Endorsement of the 
Need for Corporate Accountability 


By Martin Khor (Third World Network) 


One of the few bright spots in an otherwise 
disappointing World Summit on _ Sustainable 
Development was th4e successful campaign by 
many NGOs to get WSSD to make a commitment to 
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make corporations accountable for their actions and 
the effects of these. 


Many NGOs had made the need to regulate 
corporations and make them accountable as their 
main priority for WSSD. They saw the failure of Rio 
1992 as stemming from the Earth Summit's 
rejection of the need to regulate companies. Inthe 
decade after Rio, the TNCs became much stronger 
and were now disciplining governments for their 
own interests, instead of governments disciplining 
them in the public interest. 


WSSD eventually did adopt a significant paragraph 
(para 45.ter in the Draft Plan of Implementation) on 
corporate responsibility. But there was a last 
minute dramatic fight to keep this para intact. 


Para 45.ter of the draft Plan of Implementation, 
reads: "Actively promote corporate responsibility 
and accountability, based on the Rio Principles, 
including through the full development and effective 
implementation of inter-governmental agreements 
and measures, international initiatives and public- 
private partnerships, and appropriate national 
regulations, and support continuous improvement in 
corporate practices in all countries." 


This para was approved together with the rest of 
the draft Plan on the night of 3 September after a 
last-minute attempt by some countries to water 
down the paragraph was turned back by forceful 
interventions by Ethiopia and Norway. 


As a result, one of the few achievements of the 
Summit will be a commitment to promote 
corporate responsibility and accountability through 
the full development and effective implementation 
of inter-governmental agreements and measures. 


The meeting of the main committee to adopt the 
draft Plan, chaired by Emil Salim of Indonesia, was 
delayed for three hours when delegates held last- 
minute negotiations to amend three paragraphs 
regarding women's rights; human rights and 
fundamental freedoms relating to health, and 
access to health care services. 


The draft Plan was adopted at almost 1.00 a.m. 
Immediately following this, a member of the UN 
secretariat sitting on the dais, read out a prepared 
statement, that it is the "collective understanding of 
the contact group on Means of implementation" that 
the paragraph regarding corporate responsibility 
and accountability refers to "existing" 
intergovernmental agreements and_ international 
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initiatives, and that this understanding should be 
reflected in the final report of the Conference. 


The reading of this statement, according to several 
delegates, was an untransparent action as there 
was no explanation at the session as to how the 
statement had come about, whether the contact 
group had met in full membership, and who had 
taken the decision to enable it to be termed a 
"collective understanding." 


It was also unusual that a UN official instead of a 
government representative, such as the chairman of 
the contact group, read out the statement and 
without an introductory explanation. 


According to a document issued by NGOs, the 
statement was the result of an attempt by the 
United States delegation to neutralise the text on 
corporate accountability that had already been 
agreed to last week by the contact group on 
globalization and the means of implementation. 


The contact group had been faced with three 
proposed versions (from the EU, G77 and the US) of 
the paragraph on corporate accountability. Part of 
the EU proposed text read: "Actively promote 
corporate responsibility and  accountability.... 
including through full and effective implementation 
of existing inter-governmental agreements and 
measures...." 


On Saturday (31 August) evening, Ambassador 
John Ashe, the contact group chairman, produced a 
new text, in which the word "existing" had been 
removed and the words "full development" added. 


The text, which was the one that was eventually 
adopted by the Main Committee today as para 
45.ter of the draft Plan of Implementation, reads: 
"Actively promote corporate responsibility and 
accountability, based on the Rio Principles, including 
through the full development and_ effective 
implementation of inter-governmental agreements 
and measures, international initiatives and public- 
private partnerships, and appropriate national 
regulations, and support continuous improvement in 
corporate practices in all countries." 


After the intervention by the UN official reading out 
the "collective understanding of the contact group", 
the Ethiopian delegate, Dr. Tewolde Berhan 
Egziabher took the floor and asked for clarification 
on who in the contact group had made the decision 
to issue the statement, as his delegation for one 
had not been informed of such a _ consensus 
reached. 
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Tewolde also said the statement about "existing" 
agreements was not logical when read in 
conjunction with the paragraph. He said that in the 
text, "full development" obviously refers to new 
agreements. "How then do we develop agreements 
in the future if the statement refers only to existing 
agreements and thus prevents us from what is to be 
done in the future? The whole thrust of the 
paragraph is what is to be done in the future. But 
what is read out in the statement implies there is no 
future agreement." 


Tewolde asked where then was the logic of the 
statement and asked for clarification. 


The contact group chairman John Ashe explained 
that although not all delegations were not present 
at the contact group meeting that decided on the 
statement, representatives of delegations were 
present and thus it was assumed that it was the 
intention of the group. 


Tewolde then reiterated that the term "full 
development" seems to refer to new agreements, 
and therefore the statement that only existing 
agreements were meant must be wrong. "Let us 
assume our representatives made a mistake. Do 
we as countries repeat that mistake? My proposal is 
that the contact group's statement is incompatible 
with our decision here (i.e the text in the draft 
Implementation Plan), and one or the other has to 
be discarded, and | propose that the statement has 
to be discarded." 


After a brief exchange for clarification between the 
Main Committee Chairman, Emil Salim and Tewolde, 
the chairman ruled that para 45ter of the text is 
agreed to and would be kept and that the statement 
of the contact group would be discarded. 


The Norway Minister for International Development, 
Ms Hilde Johnson, then stated that she also had 
concerns on the contact group statement. She said 
that according to UN procedure, informal contact 
groups do not formally exist, and thus should not be 
referred to in an official UN document. "We 
question that statement on behalf of the contact 
group and we have the same understanding of the 
situation as Ethiopia," she said. 


But even after the passing of the para by the Main 
Committee, it was not the end of the story. 


The next day (4 September)was the last day of 
WSSD. At the final plenary, chaired bythe South 
African President Thabo Mbeki, the US delegation 
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stated it wanted to make interpretative statements 
on four points relating to the WSSD documents. 
One of the points was in relation to the 
Implementation Plan's para on_ corporate 
responsibility and accountability. According to the 
US delegate, the chairperson of the main committee 
meeting (held on 3 September night) had said that 
it was the collective understanding that the para 
refers to existing international agreements, and that 
this should be reflected in the report of WSSD. 


In fact the US delegate made a factual error in 
announcing the US interpretative statement. The 
chairman of the 3 September night meeting, Emil 
Salim of Indonesia, expressly rejected a proposal 
read out by a UN official that it was the common 
understanding of the contact group on globalisation 
and means of implementation that only existing 
intergovernmental agreements were being referred 
to. The chairman's clear decision to reject the 
proposal came after strong objections by Ethiopia 
and Norway. 


That the chairman had rejected the proposal that 
there was "collective understanding" which should 
be reflected in the WSSD report, was confirmed 
personally by Emil Salim to the author of this article 
during the final plenary session of 4 September 
itself. 


It is unclear whether the final report of WSSD will 
endorse the US position that there was a collective 
understanding that the para on_ corporate 
responsibility refers only to existing agreements. If 
it does, then this would be to cater to a total 
untruth, for the decision of the chairperson on the 
night of 3 September was to reject the proposal for 
diluting the text, and to adopt the para as it was, 
without any accompanying "understanding". 


The next step forward is for the NGOs, the 
governments and the UN to follow up on the para, 
and to begin as soon as possible to take steps to 
internationally regulate the corporations so as to 
make them accountable. 


Contact for this article. mkkp@pd.jaring.my 





Chiapas' Stand 


Exploitation 


Against Corporate 


By Ryan Zinn 


A battle is raging in Chiapas’ Montes Azules Integral 
Biosphere, where a last stand against corporate 
resource exploitation is taking place in remote, lush 
tropical jungle. Caught in the cross-fire are 


4 


attac 


indigenous communities, many of them Zapatista 
supporters, who are resisting the devastating 
effects of corporate globalization. The battle focuses 
on the Plan Puebla Panama (PPP), a development 
scheme that would turn Southern Mexico and all of 
Central America into a corporate extraction 
paradise. 


The Plan's central component is a new network of 
transportation infrastructure, designed to carry 
merchandise from the soon-to-arrive maquiladoras 
or light assembly plants. As a concession to 
environmental critics, the Plan contemplates the 
creation of 300 "bioreserves." However, critics 
charge that these are just window dressing for 
corporate exploitation. 


The future of the Lacandon Jungle and Montes 
Azules Biosphere 


Montes Azules Integral Biosphere is North America's 
last significant tropical rain forest. Located within 
the Biosphere are some 28 "illegal squatter 
settlements," which the Mexican government and 
mainstream environmental organizations, like the 
US- based Conservation International, charge are 
perpetrators of environmental destruction. 


But local residents say that they are being 
scapegoated. The situation has been over-simplified 
or misrepresented by blaming "ignorant farmers" 
and "indigenous communities" practicing slash and 
burn agriculture, or leftist rebels who abuse the 
environment. However, the underlying conflict is far 
more complex than depicted by the Mexican news 
media or the Fox administration. 


"We have been accused of destroying the jungle. 
But we as indigenous people are the true guardians 
of the environment, we live together with the 
jungle," explained a Montes Azules resident who 
asked to be identified as "Juan Gomez" -- not his 
real name -- for fear of reprisal by the army. "If the 
jungle dies, we die with it," he added. 


Gomez, 33, is from the Tzeltal indigenous group, a 
third generation Montes Azules resident, and a 
Zapatista. His humble home of wood and tin sits at 
the base of the emerald green mountain that leads 
to the pristine Laguna Ocotal. Juan was a coffee 
farmer until coffee prices plummeted to a dismal 40 
cents a kilo last year. He and his family survive on 
less than an acre of land, planting corn, beans and 
squash. 


Chiapas' Lacandon jungle could be considered a 
microcosm of natural resource exploitation and 


page 8(8) 
human rights violations. Since the Spanish 
Conquest, the Lacandon has borne witness to 
virtually every stage of natural resource 


exploitation. Timber interests reigned from the late 
19th Century to the 1970's, followed by extensive 
cattle ranching, accounting for 80% of the 
Lacandon's deforestation. Next came petroleum 
exploitation, hydroelectric dams and roads. Finally, 
and in many ways the last stage of the conquest, is 
the current privatization of water and biodiversity. 


Water 


Since taking office in December 2000, the Fox 
administration declared that "water [and forests] 
are issues of national security." And while much of 
northern Mexico goes dry, Fox and local authorities 
have accelerated the process of overall water 
privatization. Everything from municipal utilities to 
entire river valleys are on the chopping block. 


Chiapas contains some 40% of Mexico's fresh water 
supply, and with half the country desperate for 
water, Mexico's southernmost state is prime target 
for privatization. Monsanto and Fox's old employer, 
Coca Cola, are poised to seize this new market. 
Coke has already gained important access to local 
Chiapas aquifers by pressuring municipal 
governments to create de facto water privatization 
through preferential zoning laws. The Coca Cola 
Foundation has also established trusts with local 
schools conveniently located near primary water 
sources, thereby facilitating the company's access 
to water. 


Oil 


As global oil stocks deplete and prices increase, 
Mexico will be under economic pressure to exploit 
petroleum in socially and environmentally sensitive 
regions, like the Lacandon jungle. PEMEX, the state 
owned oil monopoly, has been gradually dismantled 
(privatized), and many analysts believe that Fox will 
finish the job before his term is out. As Mexico 
supplants Saudi Arabia as the United States' 
primary oil source, the Lacandon's oil deposits may 
take center stage. 


Though PEMEX  has_~ roundly’ denied the 
extraordinary quantity of oil in the Lacandon, 
international and national researchers indicate the 
contrary. Seine River Resources (Canada) and 
General Geophysics Company (France), among 
dozens of other corporations, have already begun 
exploratory activities in the Lacandon, including 
Montes Azules. 
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Dams 


To accommodate the Plan Puebla Panama's appetite 
for energy, the Inter-American Development Bank 
(IADB) recently announced the initial funding of 5 
hydroelectric dams on the Usumacinta River, to the 
tune of $240 million dollars. Other major rivers in 
the Lacandon are also set to be dammed under the 
Plan. Besides hydroelectric production, water will 
also be pumped from the Usumacinta to the 
Yucatan Peninsula to satisfy growing agro-export 
needs, thoroughly damaging Mexico's (and 
Guatemala's) most important riparian system. 


While the gradual privatization of Mexico's Federal 
Electrical Commission (CFE) has received most of 
the press, the dams' social and environmental 
impacts have been largely ignored. Unique 
biodiverse ecosystems will be lost forever; tens of 
thousands of indigenous people will be displaced 
from their communities, to say nothing of the soon 
to be submerged Mayan archeological sites like 
Yaxichlan and Piedras Negras, local attractions in 
the region's emerging eco-tourism industry. 


Union Fenosa of Spain or Alstom of France, both 
major players in privatization throughout Latin 
America, are the likely frontrunners for the 
construction or distribution contracts from the dam 
projects. 


Land 


Notwithstanding Chiapas’ rich natural resources, the 
state contains a _ virtual plethora of tourist 
attractions that have sustained the local economy in 
hard times. Renowned for its Mayan archeological 
sites, Chiapas also possesses waterfalls, canyons 
and lakes, making it an eco-tourist paradise. 


However since the North American Free Trade 
Agreement mandated the modification of the 
Mexican Constitution in 1992, ejidos or communal 
lands, can, and are being privatized. Many of these 
eco-archeological sites are on ejido lands, run by 
the local communities themselves. 


Now, as the local coffee economy has plummeted, 
many ejido communities are economically 
compelled to sell their ancestral land, migrate to the 
United States or wait for promised jobs in the yet to 
arrive madquiladoras. Some = community-run 
operations, like Aguas Azul, have already been 
partially sold to corporate tourist operations, while 
others are resisting the hard times and the quick 
cash. 
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Biodiversity 


Finally, as we enter the much-touted "Biotech 
Century," biodiversity is emerging as the strategic 
resource of the future. In accordance with this 
trend, bioprospecting, or the search for genetic 
plant material of market value, is expected to 
become a boom industry of the 21st Century. 


Chiapas is well known in bioprospecting circles. Its 
rich history of plant-based traditional medicine and 
surviving landrace crop varieties make it a veritable 
oasis for biopirates looking to patent biodiversity 
and traditional knowledge. 


The Mexican government, the Washington DC-based 
Conservation International (Cl) and Grupo Pulsar 
(world's number nine biotech company) have 
several "biological research" stations located in the 
Lacandon. Alfonso Romo, a businessman from 
Monterrey and possibly the most influential person 
in the Fox administration, heads Grupo Pulsar. 
Pulsar, also a major donor to Cl, is positioning itself 
as the biotechnology leader of Mexico, if not all of 
Latin America. 


Cl has bioprospecting agreements with various 
corporations throughout the world, and promotes 
bioprospecting as a means of conservation. For 
Romo, Chiapas represents his most "passionate 
project," and rightly so. Pulsar's access to the 
Lacandon's riches guarantees a place at the table in 
the competitive biotechnology market. 


However, according to local communities and 
activists, the research stations carry out biopiracy 
operations -- that is, theft of natural resources -- as 
Mexican Ministry for Environment and Natural 
Resources turns a blind eye. 


"Yesterday's theft was gold and jade, our land, and 
precious timber. Today, they rob us of 'green gold:' 
biodiversity," notes ARIC-ID, a  campesino 
organization in the Lacandon. 


Market Based Conservation 


Parallel to the Plan Puebla Panama is the 
Mesoamerican Biological Corridor (MBC), an 
initiative of World Bank, Global Environmental 
Facility (GEF), and other public/private agencies and 
organizations. 


The Biological Corridor would create and link over 
300 protected areas from southern Mexico to the 
Panama Canal. The plan focuses primarily on "wild" 
biodiversity, but ignores the important connection 
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between biological and cultural diversity, and the 
local indigenous populations that maintain it. 


Of the some $6 billion dollars budgeted for the 
Corridor, only $500 million is allocated directly for 
traditional conservation efforts. The rest of the 
budget supports conventional World Bank 
development projects. Meanwhile, local 
communities have not been taken into account, 
much less consulted. 


Many have speculated that the underlying 
motivation for the creation of the Mesoamerican 


Biological Corridor is to "“greenwash" the 
exploitation of natural resources, including 
biopiracy, monoculture tree plantations and 


petroleum extraction. 


"The government and corporations want us off our 
land to control the water, petroleum and plants," 
explained indigenous campesino Gomez. 


In the Mexican context, the MBC will divert needed 
funds away from local initiatives, created and 
backed by local communities. For example, the 
experience of community-based Ecologic Farmer 
Reserves in the Chimalapas region of Oaxaca has 
provided a_ proven alternative to top down 
conservation schemes, but has been ignored by the 
architects of the Biological Corridor. 


Militarized Conservation 


Laguna Ocotal, located in the northern region of 
Montes Azules, is a crystalline lake in the cross 
hairs. The area, reputedly the reserve's richest in 
biodiversity, is also a Zapatista stronghold. The lake 
is particularly isolated. The closest town, Ocosingo, 
is hours away. To arrive in Laguna Ocotal, it takes a 
crowded three-bus ride from Ocosingo, followed by 
a four-hour walk up muddy paths to finally arrive at 
the lake's edge. 


This part of the jungle is also the most militarized in 
the state of Chiapas, with dozens of Mexican Army 
bases dotting the landscape. Why has the Mexican 
military responded with such ferocity to a small, 
largely indigenous, poorly armed _— guerrilla 
movement? The answer has more to do with 
Chiapas' strategic resources than any alleged 
military threat posed by the Zapatistas. 


It is now clear that although Fox cannot annihilate 
the Zapatistas militarily, his administration can 
successfully portray them as the environmental 
criminals, deserving retribution. Campillo Garcia, 
Mexico's Attorney General for the Environment 
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Affairs best summed up the government perspective 
in a press interview last year. "These regions [the 
Lacandon] suffer from high un-governability, 
deterring private investment. They [the Army] will 
guarantee the security for private investment" 


The military's role has expanded to_ include 
enforcement of environmental law, reforesting and 
the pending violent "resettlement" of communities 
located within biosphere reserves. Top on the list 
are the Montes Azules and Oaxaca's Chimalapas 
jungle. These regions also correspond to areas of 
social unrest or insurgent movements. 


Ironically, the Mexican Army has been implicated in 
both in trafficking of endangered species, as well as 
logging in the Lacandon jungle. In fact, the Attorney 
General for Environmental Affairs’ office currently 
has open investigations on both charges. 


Using the Army, which has an abysmal human 
rights record, to enforce environmental protection is 
a pretext to further militarize the region, say local 
residents."The army is arriving not to protect the 
jungle, but to eliminate us," notes Montes Azules 
resident and Zapatista J uan Gomez. 


Who Will Win? 


In the final analysis, with so many _ forces 
converging on the Lacandon, who will win out? 
Ultimately, the onus for the present crisis in Chiapas 
rests squarely on the shoulders of the Mexican 
government. Not only is the government impeding 
indigenous communities from developing local 
initiatives for natural resource "management," but 
also threatening them with violent retribution if they 
do not immediately vacate their ancestral lands. 


"This is our home, the roots of our people. 
[Relocation] means the death of our people, our 
culture, our land," says Gomez. 


Contact for this article 
http: //www.corpwatch.org 


Corporate Watch, 





European Social Forum - A Call for Rights 


The "Board of migrant people of Social Forums" 
invites the European networks on migrations to a 
meeting in Florence at the European social forum. 


Last year, during the protests at the G8 in Genoa, 
something important happened in the history of the 
global movement, a movement grown stronger and 
stronger since November 1999 in Seattle against 
the WTO. 
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For the first time the debate on migration, the 
migrant people and their claims have become the 
centre of debates and initiatives of the whole 
movement; with the demonstration of July the 19th 
they have entered centrally in the political agenda 
of those days and have become a _ strategic 
component for the future of the movement. Since 
those days many things have happened. On a global 
scale the attention to the themes on migration has 
grown inside the movement. People have started 
debating the interpretation of the migration 
movement considering it only as troubles arosing 
from the neo-liberalist doctrine of globalization. 
They started to understand its unique richness. 


In Italy the demonstration of J uly the 19th 2001 in 
Genoa was a steady point of reference for the 
crucial struggle that has involved the whole 
movement against the new law on immigration 
introduced by the current Right-wing government. 
This racist act (the so-called Bossi-Fini law) was 
finally passed in Parliament, but the result can't be 
considered negative on the whole. First we have 
seen a considerable growth in migrant people 
participation and activities (as we can see in the 
organization of the first general strike of migrant 
workers held in Vicenza on May the 15th ); 
furthermore the political debate on the significance 
of migration has grown inside the movement. The 
"Board on migration of Social Forums", set up 
straight afterwards the demonstration of Genoa, 
last year, is today a firm reality and it gets ready to 
launch an intensive campaign to boycott the Bossi- 
Fini law. It seems more and more evident that, in 
the context of E U policies and laws strongly 
conditioned, the initiative inside a single Nation 
clashes with insurmountable limitations. The 
achievement of a European dimension is a pressing 
task. War on illegal immigration, militarization of 
the EU borders, foreign and cooperation policy with 
the Third World Nations on agreed condition for the 
repression of migrant flows, reduction of the 
migrants to be people without rights and as a low 
cost workforce: these are the priorities of the 
European administrations in Tampere, Laeken and 
Siviglia, but not ours. 


The European Social Forum that will take place in 
Florence at the beginning of November, can be a 
great opportunity, and we are going to size it. For, 
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we propose to all the networks and people that 
work in Europe with migrant people since long, to 
arrange a big meeting to be held on the first day of 
the forum. A meeting that permit us to plan 
together common campaigns and initiatives against 
the authoritative approach which is typical of the 
European policy, to work out a non discriminatory 
idea_ of political, civil and social citizenship and to 
achieve a full guarantee of the right of asylum. 


We think that migrant people movement can give 
an essential contribution to the present debate on 
the construction of a Europe of movements. A 
Europe that won't follow the boundaries of 
Schengen. A Europe that should expand toward the 
east and the south. 


We expect you to take part in this debate. 
The Board of migrant people of the Italian Social 


Forums to contact us : mezzadra@spbo.unibo. it, 
naletto.lunaria@tin.it 








More information on the ESF 


Register with www. fse-esf.org 


ACCOMODATION 

- Hotel: since last week you can book at the website 
hotels in Florence www.fse-esf.org the basic 
principle is first come first serve ; it means that the 
cheapest room of all category will be the first 
reserved and so on. Is very urgent that all the 
persons that need accommodation do it asap. 

- Sleeping bag accommodation: we can guarantee 
sleeping bag places ONLY if reserved by 15 of 
October later we will do our best but we cannot 
guarantee anything. 


REGISTRATION 

We need to have a clear picture of the number of 
attendants so the deadline for registration is 
October 15 

For national platforms, coalitions, coordinations and 
so on and for all the structure that are collecting 
registration we need absolutely to receive the lists 
by October 15 to organize data exchange, 
accommodation arrivals and so on please contact 
Gregorio Malavolti malavolti@arci.it 





(*) coorditrad@attac.org is the email address of an international group of volunteers who coordinate 700 
translators worldwide. You can be part of this group and share your language expertise by helping us publish 
articles and documents. J ust contact them for further details. 


